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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is in response to the documents submitted by the 
Applicant on 01/20/2006. Claims 1-26 are pending in this Office Action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 2, 6, 9-12, 16 and 19-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by the U. S. Patent No. 6,289,511 issued to Hubinette, hereinafter 
Hubinette. 

Regarding claims 1, Hubinette teaches a method comprising: forwarding a 
software package including instructions to install said software package (Col. 4, lines 44 
- transmission of a software package to be installed and the accompanying instructions) 
and a list of addressees to a first processor-based system (Col. 4, lines 44 - 
transmission of a software package with the accompanying assignment. Col. 7, lines 
26-44 - content of the accompanying assignment); and enabling said first processor- 
based system to automatically install said package and automatically forward said 
software package together with at least part of said list of addressees to a second 
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processor-based system, said second processor-based system being on said list of 
addressees (Col. 9, lines 58-62 - automatic execution of accompanying scripts). 

Regarding claims 2, Hubinette teaches the method of claim 1 including enabling 
said first processor-based system to install said software package on said first 
processor-based system, make a copy of said software package, and transmit said 
software package to said second processor-based system (Col. 2, lines 35-50). 

Regarding claims 6, Hubinette teaches the method of claim 1 including causing 
said first processor-based system forwards said software package to said second and a 
third processor-based system (Col. 7, lines 35-50). 

Regarding claims 9, Hubinette teaches the method of claim 1 including 
transferring said software package together with software that enables said second 
processor-based system to transfer said software package to a third processor-based 
system (Col. 2, lines 35-50). 

Regarding claims 10, Hubinette teaches the method of claim 1 including enabling 
said first processor-based system to forward said software package to said second 
processor-based system during a low activity time on said first processor-based system 
(Col. 7, lines 45-64 - distribution scheduling). 

Claims 1 1 and 21 are rejected in view of the above rejection of claim 1 . Claims 
1 1 and 21 are essentially the same as claim 1 , except that they set forth the invention 
as an article storing instructions and a system, respectively, rather than a method, as 
does claim 1. 

Claim 12 is rejected in view of the above rejection of claim 2. Claim 12 is 
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essentially the same as claim 2, except that it sets forth the invention as an article 
storing instructions, rather than a method, as does claim 2. 

Claim 16 is rejected in view of the above rejection of claim 6. Claim 16 is 
essentially the same as claim 6, except that it sets forth the invention as an article 
storing instructions, rather than a method, as does claim 6. 

Regarding claims 19, Hubinette teaches the article of claim 1 1 further storing 
instructions that enable the processor-based system to transfer said software package 
together with software that enables said first processor-based system to transfer said 
software package to said second processor-based system (Col. 7, lines 25-44). 

Claim 20 is rejected in view of the above rejection of claim 10. Claim 20 is 
essentially the same as claim 10, except that it sets forth the invention as an article 
storing instructions, rather than a method, as does claim 10. 

Regarding claims 22, Hubinette teaches the system of claim 21 wherein said 
device is a server (Abstract - CMS). 

Regarding claims 23, Hubinette teaches the system of claim 22 wherein said 
server is a network management server (Abstract - CMS). 

Regarding claims 24, Hubinette teaches the system of claim 21 wherein said 
device is a client (Abstract - S-NE). 

Regarding claims 25, Hubinette teaches the system of claim 21 wherein said 
storage stores instructions to automatically transfer the software package, the list of 
addressees, and software to enable further distribution of the software package to 
additional processor-based systems (Col. 2, lines 35-50). 
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Regarding claims 26, Hubinette teaches the method of claim 1 including enabling 
said first processor-based system to automatically delete its address from the list of 
addressees before forwarding said list to said second processor-based system (Col. 7, 
lines 8-44. Modification of assignments by the NEs). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 3-5, 7, 8, 13-15, 17 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Hubinette in view of the U. S. Patent No. 6,742,015 to 
Bowman-Amuah, hereinafter B-A. 

Regarding claim 3, Hubinette teaches the method of claim 2. 

Hubinette does not explicitly teach the method including causing said first 
processor-based system to automatically authenticate said software package. 

However, B-A in an analogous art directed to providing base services in a 
netcentric environment, one of these services being software distribution, teaches the 
method of software distribution including causing said first processor-based system to 
automatically authenticate said software package (Col. 80, lines 59-64 - session level 
data authentication). 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skills in the art at 
the time the invention was made to incorporate the teachings of B-A into the teachings 
of Hubinette in order to provide additional features and enhancements to the software 
distribution system of Hubinette. Modified in such manner Hubinette is hereinafter 
referred to as modified Hubinette. 

Regarding claims 4, modified Hubinette teaches the method of claim 3 including 
causing said second processor-based system to automatically authenticate said 
software package by sending a message to said first processor-based system (B-A, col. 
80, lines 59-64 - session level data authentication). 

Regarding claims 5, modified Hubinette teaches the method of claim 4 including 
forwarding said software package together with a checksum to enable the second 
processor-based system to confirm with the first processor-based system that the 
software package was received correctly (B-A, col. 91 , lines 24-28 - error recovery 
using checksums). 

Regarding claims 7, modified Hubinette teaches the method of claim 1 including 
encrypting the software package for transmission between said first and second 
processor-based systems (B-A, col. 80, lines 17-57 - encryption). 

Regarding claims 8, modified Hubinette teaches the method of claim 7 including 
changing the encryption in a known fashion with each successive transfer from one to 
the next processor-based system (B-A, col. 80, lines 17-57 - encryption). 

Claim 13 is rejected in view of the above rejection of claim 3. Claim 13 is 
essentially the same as claim 3, except that it sets forth the invention as an article 
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storing instructions, rather than a method, as does claim 3. 

Claim 14 is rejected in view of the above rejection of claim 4. Claim 14 is 
essentially the same as claim 4, except that it sets forth the invention as an article 
storing instructions, rather than a method, as does claim 4. 

Claim 15 is rejected in view of the above rejection of claim 5. Claim 15 is 
essentially the same as claim 5, except that it sets forth the invention as an article 
storing instructions, rather than a method, as does claim 5. 

Claim 17 is rejected in view of the above rejection of claim 7. Claim 17 is 
essentially the same as claim 7, except that it sets forth the invention as an article 
storing instructions, rather than a method, as does claim 7. 

Claim 18 does not teach or define any new limitations above claim 8, sets forth 
the invention as an article storing instructions, rather than a method, as does claim 8, 
and therefore is rejected under the same rationale. 

4. Examiner's note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line 
numbers in the references as applied to the claims above for the convenience of the 
applicant. Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art 
and are applied to the specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages 
and figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in 
preparing responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching 
all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by 
the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 

Response to Arguments 

5. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-26 have been considered 
but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 



6. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Applicant is reminded that in amending in response to a rejection 
of claims, the patentable novelty must be clearly shown in view of the state of the art 
disclosed by the references cited and the objection made. Applicant must show how 
the amendments avoid such references and objections. See 37 CFR § 1 .1 1 1(c). 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Vitali Korobov whose telephone number is 571-272- 
7506. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Friday 8a.m. - 4:30p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on (571)272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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